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its previous history, with noteworthy literature bearing on the subject. 
See, e.g., the notes on Messene, Locri, and Rhegium in chap. 1. The same is 
true of the brief biographical notices on the first appearance of historical 
personages, as, e.g., that on Brasidas in chap. 11. Thucydidean usage is 
carefully noted everywhere. By this is meant (1) words apparently coined 
by Thucydides; (2) aTraf tlpijixeya or rare terms; (3) Ionic or poetic words 
and constructions; (4) peculiarities of Thucydidean sjoitax. The notes 
involving all such points show careful and constant use especially of the 
Classen-Steup commentary. But there is abundant evidence everywhere 
that Stahl, Shilleto, Kriiger, Hude, Boehme-Widmann, Goeller, Bloomfield, 
Arnold, and Jowett were always consulted. The manifest object has been 
to give the reader the helps that are really necessary to understanding the 
text. Praiseworthy lucidity as well as brevity characterizes the notes, and 
the edition can be heartily recommended as an excellent one for school and 
college work. The indexes — Greek, 13 pages; English (including names 
and places) 8 pages, in double columns — are unusually full. 

C. F. S. 
University of Wisconsin 



Aristarchs Atketesen in der Homerkritik. By Adolph Roembb. 
Leipzig: Teubner, 1912. Pp. xii+528. M. 16. 

This book is a continuation of the work of over thirty years in which the 
author has devoted himself with peculiar enthusiasm to the attempted dis- 
covery of the true Aristarchus. The results of all this labor are most dis- 
tressing, since they apparently prove that the scholia in Ven. A, hitherto 
regarded of unique value in estimating the merits and defects of Aristarchus, 
are founded on ignorance and dishonesty, also that Aristonicus did not have 
the abiUty or the desire to interpret him truthfully, that Didymus was unable 
to comprehend the great Alexandrian, and lastly that the excerptor, who has 
preserved in part the comments of Aristarchus as mutilated by Aristonicus 
and Didymus, was himself ignorant, incompetent, and dishonest. Roemer 
groups these three, Aristonicus, Didymus, and the excerptor, under the 
heading "The perfidious and scandalous group of swindlers." How are we 
to reach the true original through this triple barrier of ignorance and im- 
posture ? The attempt is frankly impossible, but here and there certain in- 
dications may be found, chiefly in Eustathius, Porphyrius, and Townleanus B, 
with an occasional hint from Plutarch and Athenaeus, while the supposedly 
valuable scholia in Ven. A are to be ignored as entirely worthless. No work 
based on the reliability of Ven. A is of any value, hence this sad verdict on 
p. 501 : " So wenig wie Lehrs hatte Cobet eine Ahnung von der Aristarchischen 
Exegese." 

This book is most difficult reading and demands the widest study in the 
same field in order to be able to determine the worth of the arguments, a study 
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few or none besides the author himself could have made. By the most 
intricate and erudite comparison of scattered scholia, Eustathius, and 
Porphyrius, it is shown that Ven. A credits Aristarchus with the very the- 
ories which he vigorously fought. Two examples will suffice to show how 
false these comments of A are. 

X 329 : ov8' ap' aw' axTi^apayov ficAxjj ra/it )(akKol3dpaa, 
o<f>f)a Tt fuv irpoTuiiroi OL/Mi^oijixvoi iiracriTLV. 

to which Ven. A has the following: (a) dBertiTou. on -yeXoibs el ij fieXia 
iirerr)Sev<7e htj airora/Mv Tov a.(T<j)a.payov, iva wpo<r<l><av^(Tri Tov A)(iXXta. (j8) 
awoXoyov/jLcvoi. 8e <j>a(Ti,v, OTi to ck tv;^s <rv/u.^£j8»;K69 aiTuiTiKmi c^cvjjvo^^ev 
(Ariston.). By a series of convincing proofs and parallels the author shows 
that this reading is a distortion of the following: (a) AOtTtiTai [ wo ZrjvoSorov 
Kal 'ApioTo^avous ], OTi yeXoTos ktX.. (fi) [ KaKoig • koI avTiXiya Si' xnrofivrjfM- 
riav 'Api<rTapx<K ] on to ktX. Aristarchus is thus charged with the errors of 
the very men whom he sought to refute. A second and more striking illus- 
tration is found in 

* 405: jjToi /lev KtivouTiv tpii,iitjai ov n xeXevo), 
TvSttSto) iTnroKTi SaC<j>povoi, oI<tlv 'A^^vjj 
vvv iopi^c Ta;^os Kal iw' avnS kBSos tdrjKtv. 

adtTOvvrai ot Svo • irm yap to ek t^s 'AOrjuai yevdfievov otStv o 'AvrtXoxos; Kal 
TO Tv&iSto) lirirounv .... 8^A,ov, on wtpl tov Aiop.rjBovi 6 Aoyos A. Here, by 
the method followed in the previous example, Roemer shows the true read- 
ing should be: (a) aderovvTai. ol 8vo [ vjro Z>;vo8otou koI *Ap«7TO<^avous]. iris 
■yap ktX. (/8) [ avTiXcyo Se 81' viro/ivij/wtTcov o ' ApiaTap)(OS, oTi TavTa a.<^' kavTon> 
iroul XeyovTa 6 7ron;T^s tov 'AvtiAoxov-] Aristarchus was not the apostle of the 
law of analogy, but the opponent, and his position in practically all matters 
was the reverse of that implied in Ven. A. Thus the structure erected on 
these schoha bj' Cobet, Lehrs, and their followers crumbles. 

Having removed the errors Roemer tries to give a revaluation of the work 
of the Alexandrians. His conclusions are as follows, though the foundations 
on which they rest are admittedly weak, since A is not to be regarded; 
Zenodotus had no conception of Homer or his times, and so accordingly tried 
to force Mm into the mold of a third-century philosopher, and ignoring 
tradition he emended or excluded verses at will; Aristophanes, though less 
radical, made no contribution to the appreciation of the Iliad and the Odyssey; 
Aristarchus was the first to grasp either the functions of an editor or the 
meaning of Homer. He saw that Homer belonged to a different world in 
culture, morals, and mythology; accordingly he did not try to fit Homer into 
the ideas of Alexandria, but let Homer interpret his own age, and advanced 
the true principle of explaining Homer from Homer. Aristarchus has never 
been sm'passed in the ability and industry with which he investigated epic 
poetry. He was not understood, since a myth grew up about him that his 
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work was done under inspiration, whereas it was the fruit of careful and 
systematic observations. His work was a mystery to Aristonicus and 
Didymus, who failed utterly to comprehend the meaning or results of his 
labors, and their faulty transcripts or comments were in turn mutilated by an 
incompetent and indolent excerptor. The recovery of Aristarchus, without 
the discovery of new materials, is impossible. 

The results of Roemer's studies are staggering and might well discourage 
anyone from studying the scholia to Homer, since it is impossible for any but 
the specialist to rectify a mistake or omission by the ready knowledge of 
Eustathius, Porphyrius, or outlying comments — comments not referring to 
the passage in question and whose meaning can be grasped only by the most 
shrewd combinations. 

The importance of the author's work is such that there is a real need that 
all his writings in this field be collected into a single, compact volume. This 
is not an impossibility, since Professor Roemer's style is pecuharly adapted to 
condensation. 

John A. Scott 

NORTHWESTEBN UNIVERSITY 



The Golden Latin Gospels in the Library of J. Pierpont Morgan 

Now Edited for the First Time, with Critical Introduction and 
Notes, and Accompanied by Four Full-Page Facsimiles. By 
H. C. HosKiEB. New York: Privately Printed, MCMX. 

This is a sumptuous and elaborate edition of the beautiful Gospels, 
written in golden letters on purple vellum, which formerly belonged to the 
collection of the Duke of Hamilton, and are frequently denominated "Ham- 
ilton 251." The present editor adopts the symbol f>. 

The volume contains an Introduction, of over 100 pages, devoted to a 
description of the manuscript, with detailed comparisons and discussions 
of other Vulgate MSS in connection with it. This Introduction is followed 
by Preliminary Remarks, giving different views as to the date and origin 
of the MS, and a careful, detailed description of the various hands to be 
distinguished in it, with peculiarities of each. And finally, we have the 
"Lectiones Variae," a list of peculiar readings, with comparison of a large 
number of other MSS, quotations from the Fathers, etc. 

An Appendix deals with another bibhcal fragment M in the Morgan 
library. 

It is a pity that so important a book should be disfigured by the style in 
which the subject-matter is treated. A serious work for the use of scholars 
is not the place for the facetiousness and diffuseness which characterize Mr. 
Hoskier's discussions. His paragraphing is excessive and unsystematic; he 
often makes independent sentences out of subordinate clauses (e.g. pp. xcv, 



